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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION
Population is constantly being discussed among parents, teachers,
laymen, students, and administrators.

It appears to be, by far, one

topic that has a profound effect on the total social-economic strata.
Every segment of human endeavor, including location of schools, churches,
industries, highways, retail and wholesale establishments, all types of
facilities and services , housing and housing developments, and community
recreation is affected.
Recent data tend to reveal that world-wide population is growing
at an unprecedented rate.
sists of the major cities:

However, Jefferson County, Texas, which conBeaumont and Port Arthur, Texas, has shown

a slight increase in population from 1960 to 1970.

Why did this county

show a slight increase in population from 1960 to 1970?

Emphasis is

placed on this county because this research report intends to reveal
relevant information on the significance of this slight increase in population.

The next question which may be raised concerns the location of

Jefferson County.

Location of this county has a relevant and tremendous

effect on why people are migrating in and out of this county.

Other

factors, such as educational facilities, influences people to migrate in
and out of this county.

2
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THE PROBLEM

Statement of the problem.

It is proposed that this research report

will compare demographic characteristics of the population of Jefferson
County , Texas, such as age , sex, and racial distribution, residential
composition, and education and income progression from the earliest to the
latest census data available.

More specifically , this report will reveal

information about why people migrate in and out of Jefferson County,
Texas, and show why population in this county slightly increased from
1960 to 1970.

An attempt will also be made by employing statistical data

and pertinent resource persons' observations to make predictions about
future population trends .
Importance of the study.

It is often stated that people migrate

to Jefferson County because of the unlimited , expanded , and various
fields of opportunities .

This county has a variety of economic advan-

tages, both industrially and socially.

One of the main industries in

Texas is oil, and Jefferson County is rich in oil.

Many people reminisce

over the historical fact that the Lucas Gusher was found in this county.
This great discovery of oil gave Jefferson County an economic boost,
which as a result, influenced a boom in population.
statement should be explored and studied .

It is felt that this

Moreover , business students

should know enough about population characteristics to guide them into
making worth- while decisions about at least their education and future
jobs .
Limitations of the report .

The facts of this research report are

limited to the small number of sources which give pertinent information

3

about population trends for counties and to the figures for population
characteristics as shown by the United States Bureau of Census Volumes.
Figures for the total population of Jefferson County were available from
1850 .

Other population characteristics ' figures were not available be-

fore 1940 .
Procedure for the report .

The following procedure was utilized

in this report:
1.

Pertinent data were secured from federal , state, and local

government documents .
2.

Pertinent information was secured from the Beaumont and

Port Arthur Chamber of Commerce .
3.

The college advisor gave cons tant guidance and generous

help in carrying the entire work to its completion.
4.

Information will be gathered and inferences will be drawn

from relevant data , interviews, personal observations , books , and
bulletins.
5.

Citizens of the largest citi es in Jefferson County were

asked to cooperate in rendering assistance through interviews.
II .
County.

DEFINITION OF TERMS

The tract of land and inhabitants of Beaumont ,

Port Arthur , Texas, and its subdi visions .
Demographic .

The vital statistics of births, diseases, racial

distribution, educational attainment , and number of persons employed.

4

Population.

The total number of persons (usual ly residents) in a

specific area at a specific t ime.
Urban.
ings :

The 1960 census definition of this term includes two mean-

(1) "urban" means persons residing i n incorporated and unincorpo-

rated places of 21 , 500 or more ; and (2) the densely populated urban fringe
1

around cities of 50,000 inhabitants.
Rural .

Thi s term is divided into two parts:

Rural farm population includes persons living in rural territory on places of 10 or more acres from which sales of farm
products amounts to $50 or more or on places of less than 10
acres from which the sales of farm products amounts to $250
or more.
Rural non- farm population applies to all other persons in
rural territory including those living in communities of
less than 2 , 500 and those living in rented farm houses but
not leasing farm land . 2
Urban and rural.

These terms refer to population and coincide

with the Bureau of Census definitions as stated above.
Aged population.

This term refers to all persons 65 years of age

and older.
Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area .

This term refers to cities

or a city of 50 , 000 or more persons and the continuous territory which is
closely related economically.

1

Station:
p. 11 .

R. L . Skrabanek , ~Decade of Population Change in Texas (College
Texas Agricultural Experiment Station Bulletin B- 1000, 1964),

2 rbid.

5

Race classifications .

Reference is made to two groups:

White means a race of persons of Mexican birth or ancestry
who are definitely not of Indian or other nonwhite race 3
and those belonging to or designating the native language
of Caucasus regions, Europe, North Africa, and southwestern
Asia . 4
Nonwhite means a race of persons of Negro and mixed Negro and
white descent. This term also means persons of mixed
American Indian and Negro descent, unless the Indian ancestry
really Rredominates or the community regards the person as an
Indian.
Other major elements of the nonwhite race are
North American Indians , Japenese, Chinese, and Filipinos.
Migration.

This term means moving from one place to another.

3 Ibid., p. 22 .

4webster's New Collegiate Dictionary (Boston:
Co., 1959) , p . 132.

G.

&

C. Merriam

5oavid T. Lewis and Warren Thompson, Population Problems (New York :
McGraw- Hill Book Co., 1965), p. 67.

CHAPTER II
I.

CITY OF BEAUMONT

Jefferson County, Texas, is located in the southwestern portion
of the state and presently contains 945 square miles of black and silty
clay and loam .

This county is bounded on the north by Pine Island

Bayou, on the east by the Neches River and Sabine Lake, and on the
1

south by the Gulf of Mexico.

The entire history of the county is de-

pendent upon Pine Island Bayou and the two main rivers, the Sabine and
the Neches.

The Neches River attracted many inunigrants as illustrated

in the following partial letter written in 1832:
I cannot advise you what part
promote your interest by removing
on the Neches, below the junction
because it is well timbered, well
navigation and situated in one of
Texas • . • • 2

of the country you could best
to . I myself expect to settle
with the Angelina: I choose it
watered, healthy, convenient to
the best neighborhoods in

This county has a mild, mean annual temperature of 69 degrees and
an average 54.21 inches of rainfall.
ing 32 miles per hour per year is 14.
per year.

The average number of winds exceedThunderstorms usually occur 66 days

The yearly average of possible sunshine is 62 per cent and
3

winters are usually mild.

1Loretia East, History and Progress of Jefferson County (Dallas :
Royal Publishing Co . , 1961), p . 38.
2walter P. Webb (ed.), The Handbook of Texas (Austin:
State Historical Association, 1952), I, p. 90.

The Texas

3Beaumont Chamber of Commerce, A Thumbnail Sketch of Beaumont,
Texas, the "Queen City" of the Golden Triangle.
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Jefferson County has the largest rice acreage of any county in the
4

state of Texas .
area .

Rice is one of the principal farm products of this

This county has a prospering cattle business also.

One writer

says that a thriving cattle business features range cattle and many
5

herds of fine registered cattle.

As a result of this county ' s prosper-

ous rice and cattle business :
the Texas Rice Improvement Association, the Agricultural
and Mechanical College of Texas and the United States Department of
Agriculture maintain at Pine Island, as a joint project, an experiment station for the improvement of r i ce and pasture cultivation . 6
This county with its abundance of constituents was established
in 1835 within the confines of Tevis Bluff on the Neches River.

Books

pertaining to the history of Jefferson County state the first known
settlers on the Neches River seem to have been Noah and Nancy Tevis ,
Joseph Pulsifer, Colonel Henry Millard, and Thomas B. Hulin .
Several legends exist as to why "Jefferson" was chosen as the
name for the county.

It is stated that Colonel Millard wife's brother

was named Jefferson .

Thus :

• • • some claim Jefferson County was named for LColonel Millar?!!
wife ' s brother . . • • However , the Texas Almanac states that
Jefferson County was named for our country's third president. 7

4

Webb, op. cit., p. 92 .

5 Ibid. , p. 909 .
6 Ibid., p. 910.
7 south and Southeast Texas, Texas Biographical Association, 1928,
p. 51.

8

Soon t he city of Beaumont was granted a charter by an Act of the
Congress of the Republic of Texas on December 16, 1938.

"Beaumont" was

chosen as the city ' s name because :
Beaumont, (Beautiful Hill ), so named Lfor it~ slight e l evation
replaced the namg, Tevis Bluff , Cow Bayou settlement , Jefferson City,
and other names .
Beaumont ' s earliest industry was lumber.

At the turn of the

century Beaumont skyrocketed to international fame when the famous
Lucas Gusher oilfield blew in at Spindl etop , a few miles south of
Beaumont ' s present city limits.

The Lucas Gusher oilfiel d attracted the

interest of financiers and prospectors throughout Texas and other
places .

A forest of o i l derricks sprang up , refineri es were built, and

pipelines were laid.
Besides being an industrial , chemical, agricultural and shipping
center, the resources of Beaumont offer hunting , fishing, gol fing ,
tennis, canoeing, motor- boating , yachting, swimming, and bowling.
Among the unlimited and interesting s i ghts of this city are the Texas
Gulf SUlfur Company, Lucas Gusher oilfield, Port of Beaumont , Bethlehem
Steel Corporation , Mobil Oil Refi nery, Goodyear Tire and Rubber Company,
Olin Mathieson Chemical Corporation , Houston Chemical Corporation, and
the Sabine- Neches Ship Channel .

(See Figure 1 and Map 2 in Appendix for

other sights . )

8 Loretia East, History and Progress of Jefferson County (Dallas:
Royal Publishing Co . , 1961) , p. 50 .

9

Then this is Beaumont, the largest city in Jefferson County .
Jefferson County is noted for the nation's largest concentration of
petroleum refining with eight of the major oil companies conducting
operations.

The economic history of this area divides itself into

three periods according to an inter-industry study:
(1) before Spindletop, (lumbering, rice, cotton, and cattle);
(2) from Spindletop to World War II, (petroleum refining, shipbuilding, and_metal fabrication); and (3) from World War II to 1935
/and no~, (petrolewn refining, petrochemicals, and related
activities) . . • •
II .

CITY OF PORT ARTHUR

The second largest city in Jefferson County is Port Arthur.
This city is situated 18 miles southeast of Beaumont standing on a
firm basis of prosperity:

the world ' s largest oil refining complex ,
10

Gulf, Texaco , British Petroleum, and Pure Oil Refineries.
Arthur E. Stilwell, Kansas City financier, built the Kansas
City Pittsburgh and Gulf Railroads and named the city "Port Arthur."
Adopting a 12- grade public school system first in the state of
Texas was the city of Port Arthur.

The city offers 35 schools of public

education.
As far as the weather, this city ' s average winter temperature is
in the low 60's while the summer temperature is in the low 90 ' s.

9c .

o. Kirksey, An Inter-industry Study of the Sabine-Neches
Area of Texas (Austin: Bureau of Business Research, 1959), p. 16 .
lOPort Arthur Chamber of Commerce brochure.

10

Average annual temperature is 69.2 degrees while the average annual
11
precipitation is 51 . 87 inches.
There are many interesting things to see in this city, such as
the petro- chemical center (Texaco , Gulf , Sonford , Jefferson , Neches
Butane , Sinclair- Koppers, Ameripol, and Texas- u. S . Chemical Plants),
the Rainbow Bridge (tallest bridge i n the South), Sabine- Neches Ship
Channel , Gulfport and Burton Shipyards, and f i shing piers at Sabine
River and Bolivar .

(See Map 3 in the Appendix for other sights . )

11Richard Setzer and Ernest Vaughn , The Sabine-Area Cormnunity
Census, 1966, p . 3.

CHAPTER III
COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF POPULATION CHARACTERISTICS

I.

TOTAL POPULATION

The total population of Jefferson County has had a phenomenal
growth.

According to the United States Census for Counties as shown

in Table I, major population upswings occurred between 1890 and 1930.
Figures for total population of Jefferson County were available for
the decades, 1850 to 1970.
Assisting in this population growth for the county of Jefferson
was the city of Beaumont.

Lorecia East gave the following reason for

Baumont's first boost in population:
The timberlands were responsible for the city's first boom, when
sawmills lined the banks of the Neches River and screaming saws bit
into resiny logs to produce lumber for a world market.1
Probably, the second boost was forced by the discovery of the Lucas
Gusher Oil Well in 1901.
This metropolitan area made its largest population percentage
gain (168.2 per cent) between 1900 and 1910 as the area ' s population
2

more than doubled following the discovery of the Lucas Gusher.

Indus-

tries continued to develop after the Spindletop Oil Field discovery.

1Loretia East, History and Progress of Jefferson County (Dallas:
Royal Publishing Co., 1961), p. 53.
2Lamar Research Industrial Climate Committee, An Economic Base
study of Beaumont, Texas , 1965 , p. 105.
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TABLE I
TOTAL POPULATION OF JEFFERSON COUNTY, 1850- 1970

Year

Population

Total

Change in Population

Years

Number

Per Cent

1850

1 , 836

1860

1,995

1850- 60

159

8.6

1870

1 , 906

1860- 70

-89

-4.6

1880

3,489

1870-80

1 , 583

83.1

1890

5 , 857

1880-90

2,368

67.9

1900

1 4,239

1890- 1900

8 , 382

143.1

191 0

38,182

1900-10

23,943

168.2

1920

73, 1 20

1910- 20

34 , 938

91.5

1930

133 , 391

1920- 30

60 , 271

82.4

1940

145 , 329

1930-40

11,938

8.9

1950

195 , 083

1940- 50

49,754

34.2

1960

245,659

1950- 60

50 , 576

23.0

1970

246 , 402

1960- 70

743

.3

SOURCE:

u. s .

Bureau of Census, Texas, Tables 5 , 27 , and 49.
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In the Jefferson County area , the world's largest oil refining complex
is located.

As an adjunct to the Spindletop discovery, the refining

complex was built .

Products of the refining complex extended into the

petro-chemical industry.
Jefferson County also experienced a high rate of population
growth from 1920 to 1930 as shown in Table I.

This county boosted

its growth three times as fast as Texas and about five times as rapidly
as the United States during this ten-year period, 1920 to 1930.

However,

the depression years from 1930 to 1940 had an adverse effect upon petroleum refining in comparisornwith the growth of Texas.

Jefferson

County ' s growth was behind the rate of growth for Texas.

Although

Jefferson County ' s population increased by 8.9 per cent , this increase
was greater than the United States rate of growth of 7 . 3 per cent.
With the beginning of World War II, Jefferson County entered
another boom in population growth.

Soon petro-chemical industries,

(Sonford, Jefferson, Sinclair-Koppers, Ameripol, Texas-U. S., Olin
Mathieson, Goodyear Tire and Rubber, and other chemical industries),
were erected.
34.2 per cent.

From 1940 to 1950 Jefferson County's population expanded
However, the rate of the county ' s population growth

since 1950 has tended to level off.

From 1950 to 1960 Jefferson

County ' s population growth has expanded 23 . 0 per cent.

During the ten

intervening years between 1960 and 1970, the county ' s population growth
has expanded .3 per cent.
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II.

AGE AND SEX DISTRIBUTION

In Population Dynamics by Thomlinson, it is stated that the
basic characteristi cs of any demographic group are age and sex.

Age

and sex affect marriage, fertility, mortality , and in and out migration .
~

Decade of Population in Texas states:
One of the main reasons that almost every public document asks
for an individual ' s age and sex is that they are relevant to practically_every E_ircumstance . The age and sex composition of any
. . • Lcounty ' s/population vitally affects the over-all health conditions, productive energies , interests and activities
These two factors affect all social institutions, from the school
system to marriage • • • . 3
As far as comparison of age and sex data , Table II shows that

females outnumbered males as a whole for all ages from 1940 to 1960 .
There has been a slight trend from female to mal e dominance in the different age groups as noted from the figures in Table II.
"As the population expands, females increase in numbers at a
faster rate than males," says the bulletin,~ Decade of Population in
Texas.

Also , "women usually live longer than men."

This bulletin states

that "the number of births and deaths can cause the age and sex distribution to change over any given period of time . "
As shown in Table II, there is an increasing proportion of
younger people under 15 years of age which probably results from high birth
rates in the 1940 ' s.

3

station :
p. 16 .

There is an increasing proportion of the aged

R. L. Skrabanek, ~Decade of Popul ation Change in Texas (College
Texas Agricultural Experiment Station Bulletin B- 1000, 1964),
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TABLE II
AGE AND SEX DISTRI BTUION OF JEFFERSON COUNTY, 1940- 1960

1940
Sex
Age Group

Female

1950
Sex

1960
Sex

Male

Femal e

Male

Female

Male

Under 5
5 to 9
10 to 14
15 to 19
20 to 24
25 to 29
30 to 34
35 to 39
40 to 44
45 to 49
50 to 54
55 to 59
60 to 64
65 to 69
70 to 74
75 and over

6 , 066
6,137
6,740
7,032
7 , 290
7 , 834
7,351
6,375
5 , 135
3,872
2 , 919
2,129
1,584
1,245
667
687

6,243
6 , 241
6 , 699
6,451
6,055
6,925
7 , 078
6 , 494
5,466
4 , 573
3 , 303
2 , 472
1 , 695
1,243
688
641

11 , 451
8,883
7 , 170
7 , 157
8 , 954
9,438
8 , 384
8 , 341
7,389
5,986
4 , 688
3 , 460
2,566
2,114
1 , 318
1 , 159

11 , 746
9,072
7 , 472
6 , 397
7,380
8 , 714
7,792
7 , 833
7 , 512
6 , 360
5,257
3 , 893
2 , 705
2 , 005
1 , 118
969

14,753
13 , 714
11,896
9 , 051
8,008
8 , 481
9,455
9 , 318
8 , 120
7 , 647
6,735
5 , 503
4 , 112
3,237
2,270
1,436

15,282
14,026
12,158
8,533
6,672
7 , 685
8 , 837
8 , 867
7 , 832
7 , 450
6,681
5,694
4,185
3 , 049
1 , 836
1 , 137

All Ages

73 , 062

72,267

98 , 701

96,382

124 , 935

120,724

50 . 6%

49.4%

50 . 7%

48.9%

Percentage of Total Population
50.3%

SOURCE:

u. s .

49 . 7%

Bureau of Census , Texas , Tabl es 22, 27, 28, and 41.
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III. RESIDENTIAL COMPOSITION
One of the more conspicuous changes in the population of Jefferson
County has been the movement of people from rural to urban areas.

One

reason for this change is that fewer people are required to produce raw
agricultural products because of modern machinery .

4

Between 1950 and

1960 only eighteen counties showed an increase in rural- farm population.
Jefferson County was not one of these counties which showed an increase .
In 1950 the rural-farm population was over seven times less than the
rural non- farm population.

Since the rural non-farm population was

first considered as a separate residence category in the 1920 census,
5

the rural non- farm population has been expanding.
As Table III points out , there are more native whites in the
rural non-farm population than any other race.

The total number of

males of the rural non- farm population in 1950 exceeded the females.
Statistics for 1960 show the total white rural population exceeded the nonwhite rural population nine times .

There are more males

and females in the white rural farm and rural non- farm population than
in the nonwhite rural farm and rural non-farm population .
Tabl e IV.)

4 Ibid. , p. 12.
5 Ibid. , p. 13.

(See
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TABLE III

RESIDENTIAL COMPOSITION FOR RURAL FARM AND RURAL NON-FARM
POPULATION OF JEFFERSON COUNTY, 1940-1950

Rural Farm

Year
1940

Percentage
of
Rural Farm
Population

Male:
Native white
Foreign-born white
Negro
Other races (sex
not specified)
Female:
Native white
Foreign-born white
Negro

Percentage
of
Non-farm
Population

32,151

7,977

Total
Population

Rural Non-Farm

6,574
3,409
1 , 245
8

82.4
42.7
15.6
.1

13,728
236
2,287
1

42.7
.7
7.1

3,165
52
580

39.7
.7
7.3

13,465
128
2,308

41.9
.4
7.2

1950

Male:
Native white
Foreign-born white
Negro
Other races (sex
not specified)
Female:
Native white
Foreign-born white
Negro

SOURCE:

u. s.

15,897

2,867

Total
Population

7,135
76
878

6

39 . 2
.9
14.5
.2

13

44.9
.5
5.5
.1

944
11
337

32.9
.4
11.8

6,928
49
818

43.6
.3
5.1

1,124
25
417

Bureau of Census, Texas, Tables 48 and 49.
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TABLE IV
RESIDENTIAL COMPOSITION FOR RURAL FARM AND RURAL NON-FARM
POPULATION OF JEFFERSON COUNTY, 1960

Farm-Nonfarm Residence

Percentage

Total Rural Population

10,119

Rural Non-farm:

Male
Female

47.5
44.5

4,805
4,510

Rural Farm:

Male
Female

4.0
3.9

406
398

1,704

Nonwhite Rural Population

SOURCE:

u. s.

Number

Rural Non-farm:

Male
Female

51.4
45.5

876
775

Rural Farm:

Male
Female

1.2
1.9

20
33

Bureau of Census, Texas, Table 91.
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When one speaks about the shift from rural to urban places, an
outstanding feature of population distribution cannot be omitted.

The

feature is called the "Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area" which is
the "concentration of persons in centralized locations."

The concen-

tration of population in the Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area is
the "net result of the gain in industrial concentration and the transference of a portion of the rural population to the urban complexes .
In ~Decade of Population Change by R. L. Skrabanek, a table entitled
"Texas Population in Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas, 1950 and
1960" shows that only one Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area out of
twenty-one had a population loss.

Beaumont and Port Arthur, Texas, showed

a percentage gain of 29 . 9.
V.

RACIAL DISTRIBUTION

The data with regard to racial distribution of Jefferson County
inhabitants are presented in Table

v.

The population is broken into

these groups, native whites, foreign-born whites, Negroes, and other
races and females and males.

From 1940 to 1960 whites predominates

nonwhites.
When speaking of racial distribution, usually people desire to
see the breakdown of racial characteristics which make up the total
population of a specific area ; for instance, Beaumont and Port Arthur.

6

Ibid., 15.

TABLE V
RACIAL DISTRIBUTION OF JEFFERSON COUNTY, 1940- 1960

Native whites
Foreign- born whites
Negroes
Other races

1950

1940

Group

1960
Female

Male

Female

Male

Female

Male

53,984

53 , 949

73,168

74 , 465

118,974

120,230

2,076

1,443

1,793

1,432

1 , 779

1,664

16,171

17 , 650

21,352

22,770

30 , 626

32,494

36

20

69

34

111

158

SOURCE: U.S . Bureau of Census , Texas, Tables 22, 41 , and 28.

tv
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Racial distribution for 1940 to 1960 is shown in Table

v.

However, the

1970 preliminary census report for sex and race characteristics shows
that there are 80,121 whites and 35,553 Negroes in Beaumont.

Of the

total 1970 population for Beaumont, about 30 per cent are Negroes.
Port Arthur, there are 57,371 whites and 22,994 Negroes.

In

Of the total

1970 population for Port Arthur, about 40 per cent are Negroes.

This

1970 preliminary census report did not show the statistics for other
groups as shown in Table

v.

VI.

EDUCATIONAL PROGRESSION

As far as educational progression (years of school completed) is
regarded, the median of school years completed for males increased by
only almost 2 per cent from 1940 to 1960.
is true for females .

Since these

From 1940 to 1960 the same

median school years completed percent-

age wide is not great, students should get as much education as possible.
It is often stated that college graduates earn more than twice as much
in their lifetime as do grade school graduates.

Moreover, automation

is replacing more jobs manned by unskilled workers than at those levels
that require more skill and training.
VII.

FAMILY INCOME PROGRESSION

Some idea of income data is presented in Table VII.

The median

1949 income of the 195,083 inhabitants of Jefferson County, as reported
in the 1950 census, was $1,670 for nonwhite families and unrelated
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TABLE VI
EDUCATIONAL PROGRESSION FOR JEFFERSON COUNTY, 1940-1960
Education

1940

1950

1960

Male, 25 years and over

40,587

53,185

63,637

2,691
5,642
5,361
8,355
7,791
5,634
2,651
2 , 204
249
8.5

2,555
6,465
5,705
3,990
5,445
11,120
9 ,750
5 , 125
3 , 610
1 , 050
9.6

2,508
6,381
5,952
4 , 556
5 , 554
11 , 880
14,580
6,561
5 , 665

39 , 797

54,555

67,725

2,669
4 , 814
5,335
7,635

2 , 315
5 , 425
5,855
4,215
5,215
12 , 755
11,190
4 , 020
2,890
675
9.9

2 , 430
5,125
5,954
4,721
6,246
14 , 081
18,746
6 , 393
4,029

No school years completed
Elementary :
1 to 4 years
5 and 6 years
7 years
8 years
High school : 1 to 3 years
4 years
1 to 3 years
College:
4 years or more
School years not reported
Median school years completed

Female, 25 years and over
No school years completed
Elementary:
1 to 4 years
5 and 6 years
7 years
8 years
High school: 1 to 3 years
4 years
College:
1 to 3 years
4 years or more
School years not reported
Median school years completed

SOURCE :

u. s.

8,286
6,638
2,662
1,595
163
8 .8

10.7

11.1

Bureau of Census, Texas , Tables 21, 42, and 83.

23
individuals.

For families and unrelated individuals, the median income

was $3,279 and for families alone, $3 , 624 .
A comparison cannot be accurately made between the 1950 and 1960
family income because the 1960 census report did not breakdown the
income like the 1950 report. (See Table VIII.)

However, one can see

that the median income for families was $6,001; unrelated individuals,
$1,572; and families and unrelated individuals , $5 , 322 .

In Table VIII

income (family) is reported for all families; race is not specified.
Income for the various categories has increased from the 1950 to
1960 census reports .

R. L. Skrabanek states:

Although it is recognized that a part of the increase in incomes
in recent years does not recognize a gain in real purchasing power
since prices also rose during this period, there is considerable
evidence that real incomes have increased and that this change has
brought about modifications in social class structure • • • •
/It is then significance that business students , laymen, parents,
and all other !_nhabitants endeavor to become higher in the social
class structure/ . . . .
As families-have emerged from the lower income groups and are
concentrated in middle groups, their habits of consumption follow
definite patterns of consumer spending. In general , there is a
smaller proportion of income required for food, housing, and other
minimum essentials. This allows larger shares of income for services and luxuries which tend to upgrade the level of living in
general. 7

7 skrabanek, ~ - cit., 26.
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TABLE VII
INCOME OF FAMILIES AND UNRELATED INDIVIDUALS
FOR JEFFERSON COUNTY, 1950

Income

White
Indivi duals
Families
Unrelated

All classes
Less than $500
$500 to $999
$1,000 to $1,499
$1 , 500 to $1,999
$2,000 to $2 , 499
$2,500 to $2 , 999
$3,000 to $3,499
$3,500 to $3,999
$4,000 to $4 , 499
$4 , 500 to $4,999
$5,000 to $5,999
$6,000 to $6,999
$7,000 to $9,999
$10,000 and over
Income not reported
Median income (dollars)

SOURCE:

u. s .

52 , 285
2,820
2,450
2,470
3 , 120
3,925
3,905
5 ,140
5,030
5,900
4,160
4,585
2,470
2 , 620
1 , 555
2 ,135
3 , 624

Nonwhite Families
and
Unrelated Individuals

64 , 000
6 ,195
4 , 110
3,635
4,060
4 ,800
4 , 545
5,865
5 , 650
6,315
4,365
4 , 795
2 , 570
2 ,700
1,625
2 , 770
3,279

Bureau of Census , Texas, Tables 21 and 41.

14,375
2 , 450
2,170
1,160
2,005
1 , 810
1,310
1,230
535
265
120
175
85
35
20
555
1,670
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'l'ABLE VIII
FAMILY INCOME FOR JEFFERSON COUNTY , 1960

Family Income

All Families

Number of Families

62,909

Under $1,000
$1,000 to $1 , 999
$2,000 to $2,999
$3,000 to $3,999
$4,000 to $4 , 999
$5,000 to $5,999
$6,000 to $6 , 999
$7,000 to $7,999
$8,000 to $8,999
$9 , 000 to $9,999
$10 , 000 to $14 , 999
$ 15 ,000 to $24 , 999
$25,000 and over

3,599
4,105
4 , 871
5,288
6 , 210
7 , 370
8 , 976
6,850
4,084
2 , 863
6,278
1, 631
784

MEDIAN INCOME;

6,001
1 , 572
5 , 322

SOURCE:

u. s .

Families
Unrelated Individuals
Families and Unrelated
Individuals

Bureau of Census , Texas, Table 86.

CHAPTER IV

I.

POPULATION PROJECTIONS

The general trend i s toward big- c i ty living .

However , "all pop-

ulation projections are based on the assumption that past trends will
continue for some time in the future ."

1

Dr . George Brown , director of the

u. s .

Bureau of Census , pre-

dicts a shift from the cities to the suburbs will continue into the
2

?O ' s.

The National Planning Association predicts an 8 to 10 per cent

increase in population for Jefferson County over the next ten years,
as stated by the Beaumont Chamber of Commerce director , Whayne R. Moore .
"Sears Department Store" executives predict a 12 per cent increase in
population growth.
Reasons for the predictions may be attributed to future expansion in the Jefferson County vicinty .

On June 18 , 1971, an article in

the Beaumont Enterprise newspaper stated that Sears is planning a
$1 . 5 million dollars expansion program .

Jefferson County Airport is

planning a $300 million dollars industrial compl ex of 40 square miles ,
as stated in the Beaumont Enterprise on Jul y 18 , 1971 .

Osage Chemical

1 Lamar Research Center Industrial Cl imate Committee, Economic
Base Study of Beaumont, Texas , 1965 , pp. 1- 19.
2News item in the Beaumont Enterprise, February 3 , 1971.
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Corporation,

a newly organized petro-chemical firm, is negotiating for

a site for a proposed $100 million ethylene plant in the industrial complex south of Beaumont.

A news article in the Beaumont Enterprise on

July 23, 1971 stated Osage ' s proposal .
As a result of these expansions, more jobs should be available
for business students, laymen, and skilled laborers.

Population for

Jefferson County should increase as much as has been predicted.
II .

EFFECTS OF IN MIGRATION AND OUT MIGRATION

The largest city in Jefferson County , Beaumont , showed a -2.9
loss in population from the preliminary census of 1960 to 1970.

In

1960 Beaumont had 119,175 inhabitants and in 1970 Beaumont had 115,716,
giving a loss of 3 , 459 .

Port Arthur , the other major city in Jefferson

County, had 66,676 inhabitants in 1960 and 56,552 in 1970 , reflecting
a loss of 110,124 and - 15.2 per cent of decrease i n population.

This

probably indicated considerable population shifts to adjoining counties
because nearby countied gained in population; for instance, Hardin
County gained 3,989, Jasper , 2,049, and Chambers, 1,631.
As far as the county is concerned, Jefferson County gained
only 743 persons because the 1960 census reported 245,659 inhabitants
and the 1970 census reported 246,402.
An interview with Mr . Boyett , News Room Editor of the Beaumont

Enterprise revealed that "through his personal observations, people
in Jefferson County , specifically Beaumont, are moving to Hardin and
orange counties; to these cities, Vidor , Little Cypress , Lumberton ,
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and Silsbee.

The main reasons these people are moving is that they want

to escape the high city taxes , avoid school integration, and get away
from the dissatisfied government of Beaumont, " said Mr . Boyett.
When Mr. Boyett was asked why he moved to Beaumont, he said
that he "was offered a good job, this area shows great potentiality,
and that it can profit by mistakes made by the city of Houston."
Another interview was held with Mrs. Alfred Bell, master teacher in Port Arthur .

She said that "Port Arthur , being a seaport town,

was bad for childrearing; scarcity of land area exists for new homes;
taxes are higher in Beaumont and Port Arthur than in Houston; and cultural facilities are inadequate."
The director of the Chamber of Commerce of Port Arthur relayed
his thoughts through a resident of Port Arthur to the writer of this
research report.

The director felt that people migrate to Jefferson

County "for economic reasons, mainly because of the diversity of refineries.

However, the refineries have been mechanized so well that man-

power is reduced.

Refineries are not hiring as many as before.

More

engineers are not needed; engineers and other employees are being
transferred . "
Mr. Whayne R. Moore, director of the Beaumont Chamber of Commerce,

was asked also, "Why do people migrate in and out of Jefferson County?"
His reasons were " that people migrate to this county because of job
opportunities and good transportation to these jobs.
out migration are the same for in migration."

The reasons for

"Why population has in-
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creased slightly in Jefferson County from 1960 to 1970?" was another
question asked to Mr . Moore .

He said that there are "many job oppor-

tunities, but job openings have not kept pace with the high concentration
of petrochemicals.

Also, people have better transporation, access to

the East- Tex freeway, Interstate 10, and other good means of transportation.

Another reason is that there is a traction of light manufactur-

ing , and people go where the jobs are. "
Another observation comes from Mrs . Alvin Lee , teacher in the
Beaumont Independent School District .

She stated that people migrate

to Jefferson County because of "industries and migrate out because of
the scarcity of high- wage jobs, limited entertainment, high taxes, and
avoidance of integration. "
Mr. Milton Cooper, master teacher in South Park Independent

School District in Beaumont, gave h i s views of why the population is
decreasing in Beaumont but yet slightly increasing in Jefferson County .
He felt that "integration in the school system has caused whites to
move· to smaller cities, such as Lumberton , Vidor , and Little Cypress .
Negroes make up less than one per cent of the total population of these
cities.

Petro- chemical industries are not centrally located in Beaumont;

therefore, employees of these industries are moving where the industries
are located .

Employees are moving to mid- cunty meaning smaller cities

within Jefferson County , such as Nederland, Port Neches, and Groves . .
As far as why the youth leave Beaumont or any other town, personal
experiences of Miss Merdie Hamp, native Beaumonter , reveal that there
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"exist a broad communication gap between the employer and the new
emerging youthful employees."

She further stated "that in essence a

high school diploma is worthless; high school graduates applying for
jobs without a college background will find themselves competing for
menial jobs with their peers.
work are offered as jobs.

Only janitorial, maid , and construction

The high school graduate is disillusioned

because he has been told for years that if he wants a better job to
'stay in school and graduate. '

When in reality, the prospecti ve em-

ployee is offered only menial jobs.
through ads in the newspapers.

He may try again to seek employment

Upon answering the ads, he will find

that he is still offered menial jobs."
"A high school young lady has an even worse employment problem
because she is offered a maid or night club job.

For all the reasons

stated, the youth leave Beaumont or another towns."

CHAPTER V
SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS

I.

SUMMARY

It was proposed that this research report would compare demographic characteristics of the population of Jefferson County; show
why people migrated in and out of Jefferson County; and show why population in this county increased slightly from 1960 to 1970.
The United States Census of Bureau and Beaumont and Port Arthur
Chamber of Commerce presented data and information.

Citizens of Beaumont

and Port Arthur, Texas , presented their views on the proposal of this
research report.

Population data for 1970 for Jefferson County was

obtained from the Chamber of Commerce , but most data was for the
Golden Triangle (Beaumont, Port Arthur, and Orange cities) rather than
for the separate cities .

Orange, Texas is l ocated i n Orange County.

Therefore, most of this data could not be utilized.

The official 1970

census has not been published.
II.

CONCLUSIONS

It was found through pertinent data that population growth for
Jefferson county is on the decline, femal es outnumbered mal es as a whole
for all ages, people have moved from rural to urban areas , more whites
than nonwhites are in Jefferson County, median of school years completed
is exceeded by males, and mal es' incomes are higher than females.
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FIGURE l*

LOC ATIOl'J f)f ~'ETROCHtl-illCAL PLANTS AND
Pr n'()lf:1JM REFINER IES JN THE
S/ \ EU !E-t ~ECHES AREA OF TEXAS

LEGE N D

* (lE'rom Sa~l:!'.?9\'it!'a Community Census, 1 966. )
** {Now .i2., Mobil Oil.)
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map of Bh 3umont

C CUIUU:

showing points of public interest
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1. Alice Keith Pa,k
and Swimming Paal

£. LUCAS ST.

2. Art Musoum and
little Theatre
3. Baptist Hospital

.C. Beaumont High
School and Purple
Stadium
5. C..llier's Landing

6. Ccnlfol Park
7. City Hoff and
Auditorium

I. Continental Bus
Depot

@

9. Courthouse
10. Beaumont Municipal Airport

,...

11. French High
School

c:::

<")

:t.
½

/NTE/i'STATf /0

12. Greyhound Bus
Depot
13. Hotel Dltu
Hospital
U. Jefft>rson County
Airport

·1s. Jefferson Co. T. I.
Hospital

4

16. KCS Depot

17. Lamar College
and Stadium
11. Magnolia Parle and
Swimming Pool

19. Beaumont Neurological Center
20. City Health
Department

21. Neches ltiyer
Bridge
22. Police Station
23. Port of Beaumont

2.C. Post Office and
Federal Building
25. Forrest Park
High School

26. Shipyards
27. South Pork High
School and Stadium
21. Southern PociflcMissourl Pacific
Depot
29. South Texas Stahl
Fair Grounds

ro H<>vsrcN

30. Spindletop
Monument

31. Kelly High School
32. Tyrrell Pork and
Golf Coune
33. Tyrrell Public
library

3.C. St. Elizobe~
Hupital

35. Charfton-PollC!fd
High School

36. Hebert Hlgb
sc•aal

.

*Ma~2 take11 from Beaumont TeleJ2}1ope Directory , 1970
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KEY 1'0 MAP
1.
2.
3.
4.

Post Office
Lakeview Swimming Pool
Chomber of Commerce
Greyhound Bus Stotion
5. Doctors Hospltol

6. Port Arthur News
7. Port Arthur Fire
Deportment
8. Port Arthur Police
Deportment
9. Court House
l 0. City Holl
11 . Joycee Memorial Park
12. Municipal Golf Course
13. Pleasure Island
14. Gotes Memorial Library
15. Pott Arthur College
16. Sabine l.oke
17. St. Marv's Hospltol

18. Dick Dowling Pork
19. Public School Stadium
20. Groves Swimming Pool
21. Highest Bridge in the South
22. Jefferson County Airport
23. Port of Port Arthur
24. Sobinf! Lake Cousewoy
25. Groves Post Office
26. Groves Chamber of
Commerce
27. Groves Fire & Police
Station
28. Groves City Holl
19. Park Place Hospital
30. Pear Ridsie Town Holl
31. Griffing Pork Town Hall
32. Lakeview Town Holl
33. Federal Building
34. Groves Library
35. Gulfgate Bridge
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